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According to Communist dogma, the transition to Communism can be made 
only after a given country has achieved socialism. As long ago as 1936 
Stalin announced that socialism had in fact been achieved in the USSR. 

The next step, then, would logically be a transition to Communism. 


Now, however, Khrushchev has stated that all of the “socialist"™ 
countries (the USSR, the satellites and Red China) will proceed from the 
socialist to the Comnunist stage simultaneously. If, indeed, the USSR is 
ready now to make the transition to Communism then it will do ae? not alone, 
but together with the other countries of the "socialist camp™, But it is 
manifest that not all of these countries are prepared for this step, for 
they have not all achieved the same stage of socialism &S the USSR has. 


Thus, if the transition to Communism is to be simultaneous, it would 
appear that the USSR will have to delay its transition while the others 
catch up. Perhaps that is what Khrushchev is preparing the “socialist 
camp" for. : 


On the other hand it seems even more likely the thesis regarding 
the simultaneous transition to Communism is an instrument for keeping 
Red China under doctrinal control. The Chinese Communists announced last 
year that China was ready for a “leap foward™ into Communism-- something 
that even the Kremlin has not yet claimed for itself. When the Peking 
statement was issued it had the effect of shaking Moscow's primacy in 
matters of Communist theory and of making Peking a rival seat of Marxist 
orthodoxy. 


Now with Khrushchev's statements that the transition into Sommunism 
will be (and this means must be) simultaneous, Peking is being brought 
into line once more. If Peking accepts <hrushchev's thesis then it means 
that it is confirming Moscow's doctrinal primacy. If Peking rejects it 
then that would constitute a serious ideological rift in the “monolithic 
solidarity™ of international Communism. 
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KHRUSHCHEV'S THESIS ON THE SIMULTANEOUS TRANSITION TO COMMUNISM 


In his speech at the Twenty-First Party Congress, Khrushchev advanced 
a new official thesis to the effect that all the "countries of socialism" 
will achieve Communism simultaneously. He stated: 


How will the development of the socialist countries 
toward Comnunism proceed further? Car. one imagine a 
situation in which one of the socialist countries achieved 
Communism, putting into practice Comnunist principles 
of production and distribution, while the others remained 
somewhere behind, in the early stages of building a 
socialist society? 


If due account be ‘en of the laws governing the 
economic development : conomic system, 
such a prospect is improbabl: t would be theoretically 

more correct to assume at the countrtss of socialism, 

in the socialist ords will proceed nore or less 

simultaneously to the final stage of a Communist 

socisty (Pravda, January pS 

This assertion, which constitutes an innovation in the theory of 

Marxism-Leninism, rests on a theoretical foundation which will not bear 
examination. Morsover, it ignores the relationships which have arisen 
in the various countries of the Communist tloc. In their progress toward 
Communism, these countries, according to Communist theory, must pass 
through the “lower phase” of socialism. Since they began hyuilding socialism’ 
at various times, they will clearly be faced with varying degrees of . 
aiificuity in their transition to Communism, if this transition is to be 
ertfected simultaneously. 


The Soviet Union, as the "first socialist country in the history of 
humanity”, naturally has a considerable advantage in this respect over 
ths other members of the Communist bloc. As long ago as 1936, Stalin 
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declared that the first stage, that of building socialism, had in the main 
been completed, and at the Nineteenth Party Congress, held in 1952, it was 
officially stated that Soviet society had entered upon the transitional 
phase from socialism to Communism"™, 


At the Twenty-First Party Congress, Khrushchev declared that the 
USSR is already on the threshold of Communism. (Whether this is really 
so is a question which cannot be discussed here. Suffice it to recall 
that the principle features of a Communist order are the "withering 
away of the state" and an absolute abundance of consumer goods enabling 
a realization of the vrinciple "from each according to his abilities, 
to eagh according to his needs.) At the same congress, Khrushchev stressed 
that 2 society cannot leap from capitalism to Communism without first 
passing through the socialist stage of development" (Pravda, January 28, 1959). 
Consequently, the European satellites, which are officially engaged at 
present in the "construction of socialism", will have to make up the almost 
thirty years' lag which separates them from the USSR. It will be years 
before they can say that they have reacned the stage which the USSR had 
attained in 1936, and more years will pass before thsy enter upon the 
phase through which the USSR is passing today. 


In view of its peculiar position in the Communist bloc, China cannot 
be entirely regarded as a Soviet satellite. The first constitution (199) 
of the People's Republic of China proclaimed a “people's democracy", 
i1.e., a dictatorship of the »roletariat founded upon the peasantry.and 
the remnants of the “national bourgeoisie™. For Soviet theoreticians, the 
Communist regime in China, during the first years of its existence, meant 
an even more primitive form of socialism than the “people's democracies" 
in Europe, since China had only recently emerged from feudalism. When, 
however, in August, 1958, a plenary session of the Chinese Party Central 
Committee vroclaimed the “people's communes", the Peking government, 
while omitting to declare a completion of the building of socialism 
(as the Soviet Union did in 1936), announced that Communism would 
be achieved in China in the near futurs. On September 16, 1958, the 
Peking Review asserted:"ths realization of Communism in China is not a 
question of the distant future”, 


The newspaper gave the following picture cf the building of Communism 
in Chinas: 


China is moving forward at s lightning pace. Quite re- 
cently, fiftye-year old peasants were concerned at the thought 
that they would not be able to experience ths wonderful era 
of Communism. Now, even sighty-and rinsty-year olds calmly and 
firmly believe that they too will enjoy the bliss of Communism. 
Many old people are firmly convinced that they are already 
living in the age of Communism (Jen Min Jih Pao, August 6, 1958). 
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The "big leap forward" which the Chinese Communists wanted to make 
during the phase of the "people's communes" envisaged practical changes 
which are peculiar to the Communist stage. Thus, Peking tried to overtake 
the Kremlin in building Communism. In their theoretical and practical 
attitude toward the organization of these communes, however, the Chinese 
Communists were soon obliged to make concessions. On December 10, 1958, 
@ resolution of the Chinese Party Central Committee was published in 
Peking which called the enthusiasm of many ambitious Chinese Communists 
who believed that they had discovered a shorter road to Communism than 
that followed by the USSR. The gist of this resolution was that although 
the "people's communes" would create the conditions necessary for the 
transition from socialism to Communism, this process, so far from being 
a rapid one, would require 15-20 years or more. 


Although, generally speaking, both the theoretical publications and 
the nonespecialized Soviet press maintained a marksd reserve during the 
early stages of the organization of the Chinese “people's communes", some 
Soviet theoreticians, doubtless with the apvroval of the Soviet Party 
Central Comnittee, nevertheless expressed opinions of their own. One 
of these, G.A. Stepanyan, wrote: 


We may take it that the socialist countries of 
Europe, united in a single Council for Mutual Economic 
Aid, will constitute a separate sconomic zone and will be 
the first to reach Conmunism. The socialist countries of 
Asia, which have much in common in their economic and 
cultural development, will constitute another regional 
zone and will also enter Communism together (Vopros 

10, P.3h) 


Filosofiyi, (Questions of Philosophy) 1958, No. 
Thus, according to Stepanyan, China, far from "building Communism" 
before the Soviet Union, will not reach this stage until after the Soviet. 
satellites in Europe have done so. 


It was soon after Stepanyan had had his say that Khrushchev expressed 
his views on this question before the most authoritative forum of 
international Communism, the Congress of the Comnunist Party of the Soviet 
Union. After the disappointment of the Chinese Communists over the 

eople's communes," he not only omitted to confirm Stapanyan's prognosis, 
but even advanced the view that all the socialist countries would enter 
upon the wonderful era together. He backed up his view, which is equally 
absurd from both the theoretical and practical points of view, in the 
following manners 


In the socialist economic system, there functions a 
law of Planned proportional development, as a result of which 
the economically backward countries, relying on the experience 
of other socialist countries, on their cooperation and assistance, 
cuickly make up for lost time and improve their economy and culture. 
In this way, the general line of economic and cultural development 


of all the Socialist countries is evened out (Pravda, January 
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Let us take a look at the way in which the law of "planned development" 
is working in the countries of the socialist camp. 


Before 195, economic and social conditions in the European countries 
which now belong to this camp were very similar. Now, after fourteen years 
of Communist rule, there is very little proportion to be observed in the 
development of socialism and Communism. If we take the collectivization 
of agriculture as the criterion of "socialist development", then we see 
that there has been no evening out of economic and social conditions in 
these countries. Since Stalin's death, the differences have not diminished, 
but rather increased. While Bulgaria and Albania, which were once considered 
as economically the most backward of the satellites, have completely 
collectivized their agriculture, only one per cent approximately of the 
agricultural land in Poland is now in the hands of collective farms. 


Khrushchev refers to "mutual assistance" as a guarantee of the 

uniform development of the socialist countries. It should be pointed 

out, however, that in recent years the Kremlin has been using the Council 

for Mutudl Economic Aid in order to deposit disproportionately heavy 

burdens upon the satellites and so accelerate the process of raising the 
standard of living in the USSR, since this latter is an essential precondition 
of the transition to Communism. At all events, there is no doubt that there 
will tontinue to be a considerable disproportion between the rates at which 
the various members of the Communist bloc progress toward a Communist 

society. 


There is little doubt that in advancing his thesis of the simultaneous 
transition to Communism of all the socialist countries, Khrushchev was 
promoted chiefly by political considerations, According to Lenin's wellknown 
theory of "imperialist wars", the unequal development of capitalist states 
in the evoch of imperialism leads inevitably to wars between these states. 
Similarly, Khrushchev may have supposed, conflicts may arise between 

members of the Communist bioc if their economic development takes place 

at unequal rates. 


We have confirmation of this in the hostility that has reigned for 
over ten years between the USSR and Yugoslavia. After Stalin's attempt 

to subjugate Tito by force had been frustrated, Khrushchev tried to 

bring the Yugoslav "revisionists" back into the Communist fold by 
persuasion and promises. This tactic also failed. Now,the Kremlin is 

faced with the necessity of removing the conflict with Yugoslavia at any 
price. As M. Sidorov wrote in the organ of the Organizing Committee of the 
Union of Writers of the RSFSR: “either we shall bury revisionism or 
revisionism will bury us: there is no third possibility" (Moskva--Moscow--« 
1956, No. 1, pe 186). 


An open conflict in the immediate future between the USSR and Communist 
China is improbable, since the Chinese Communists need the economic, political 
and military assistance of the USSR. On the other hand, international 
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Communism cannot tolerate “golycentrism" for long, the Communist dictatorship 
demands that there be a single, totalitarian control, not only within the 
boundries of each single country, but also within the borders of the 
Communist bloc as a whole. For the vresent, however, there are, in addition 
to Moscow, two other,nore or less autonomous, Communist centers--Peking and 
Belgrade. 


The conception of the "people's communes" in China has clearly 
demonstrated the ideological rivalry that exists between Communist 
China and the USSR. True, the Chinese Communists have allowed the 
Soviet Party Central Committees claims to supreme leadership of the 
Communist bloc and have abandoned their vlan to outstrip the Soviet Union 
in their progress toward Communism. Nevertheless, a conflict between the 
two is still possible, and it is with the purpose of avoiding such conflicts 
between the USSR and other members of the Communist bloc that Khrushchev 
has advanced his thesis of the simultaneous entry of all the "countries 
of socialism" into the stage of Communism. He is anxious to restore the 
solidarity of the Communist camp, and so is trying to impress upon 
Communists outside the USSR that they will be able to reach the final 
goal to which they have dedicated their lives-=- the complete realization 
of Communism-- only by relying on the assistance and the experience of the 
more advanced of the socialist states-- in particular, of the Soviet Union. 
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